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1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 February 2008 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)|3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 2-22 and 28 - 50 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) IEI Claim(s) 2 - 22 and 28 - 50 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) ^ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)^ The drawing(s) filed on 12 November 2003 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 

Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
11 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)S Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
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1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. ^ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 09/213.434 . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . The present application claims the benefit of parent apphcation 09/2 1 3 ,434 (issued as US 
6,850,279 Bl), which claims the benefit of provisional application 60/043,260 (filed April 17, 
1997), claims the benefit of international application PCT/DK97/00261 (filed June 17, 1997), 
and claims the priority of the Danish application 0676/96 (filed June 18, 1996). 

2. The filing date for the parent application 09/213,434 is more than one year subsequent to 
the filing date of the provisional application and the filing date of the Danish application. Thus, 
while the claim for benefit under 35 USC 1 19(e) and the claim for priority under 35 USC 1 19(a- 
d and f) is noted, these claims have NOT been granted. 

3. Furthermore, it is noted that the filing date for the parent application 09/213,434 does not 
exceed 30 months from the filing date of the international application. However, to obtain 
benefit user 35 U.S.C. 120 and 365(c) of a prior international application designating the U.S., 
the continuing apphcation (parent application 09/213,434) must at least include a specific 
reference to the prior international application (37 CFR 1.76) either in the application data sheet 
or in the first sentence(s) of the specification). There is no such specific reference in parent 
application 09/213,434; hence, this claim for benefit has NOT been granted. See MPEP 
§201.11; §1895; and §1895.01. 

4. Finally, since the present application appears to have met the conditions under 35 USC 
120, the effective filing date of present application will be the actual filing date of the parent 
application 09/213,434 (December 17, 1998). 
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Specification 

5. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: minor omission. 

The preliminary amendment, filed November 12, 2003, amends the specification to 
indicate the present apphcation is a continuation of 09/213,434, which has since issued as US 
6,850,279 Bl . The specification should be amended to include this change. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Double Patenting 

5. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created doctrine 
grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the unjustified or 
improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent and to prevent possible 
harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting rejection 
is appropriate where the conflicting claims are not identical, but at least one examined 
application claim is not patentably distinct from the reference claim(s) because the examined 
application claim is either anticipated by, or would have been obvious over, the reference 
claim(s). See, e.g.. In re Berg, 140 F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re 
Goodman, 1 1 F.3d 1046, 29 USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 
USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re 
Vogel, 422 F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

1 . A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1.321 (c) or 1 .32 1 (d) may 
be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory double patenting 
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ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to be commonly owned 
with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of activities undertaken within the 
scope of a joint research agreement. 

2. Effective January 1 , 1 994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a terminal 
disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fiiUy comply with 37 CFR 
3.73(b). 

3 . Claims 2-22 and 28 - 50 are rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over Claims 1-22 of U.S. Patent No. 6,850,279 Bl . 
Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct from each other 

because: 

4. Claims 28 and 29 (present application) are each broader and fiilly encompassed in nearly 
all respects by Claim 1 (referenced patent). All claim language of each of Claims 28 and 29 is 

contained within Claim 1; however, Claims 28 and 29 each further require "wherein at least one 
lens adjacent to said reflective element is a non-rotary symmetrical lens." 

On the other hand, Ogura et al. also disclose, as shown in figure 1, an optical image 
recording system for electric recording of optical information, the optical image recording 
system comprising: a lens system (figure 1 shows a photographing optical system) and a body 
(moving bases 3 and 4); a lens system comprises: a front lens group (Gl) having a first optical 
axis (the optical axis emerging through opening la and reflecting off of an internal reflecting 
surface of Gl is considered the first optical axis); a back lens group (G3) having a second optical 
axis (the optical axis passing through G3 is considered the second optical axis); and a refiective 
element (internal refiecting surface of Gl) folding said first optical axis into said second optical 
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axis in an angle of less than 180 degrees (The first optical axis is folded five times - three times 
in optical element Gl and two times in optical element G2. Each axis is folded 90 degrees.). 
Ogura et al. further teach wherein at least one lens adjacent (02) to said reflective element 
(intemal reflecting surface of Gl) is a non-rotary symmetrical lens (02 is does not rotate and is 

symmetrical). 

Hence, at the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one with 
ordinary skill in the art to have included wherein at least one lens adjacent to said reflective 
element is a non-rotary symmetrical lens (as taught by Ogura et al.) in the optical image 
recording system (disclosed by Scherling) for the advantage providing an optical system for a 
photographing apparatus which as excellent assembly performance and attain a decrease in 
thickness (see Ogura et al., Abstract). 

5. Claims 2-22 and 30 - 50 (present apphcation) are each identical to Claims 2-22 

(referenced patent). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 2 - 7, 11 - 19, 22, 28 - 35, 39 - 47, and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Ogura et al. (US 6,498,624 Bl). 
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8. For Claims 29 and 28, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 1, an optical image 
recording system for electric recording of optical information, the optical image recording 
system comprising: 

a lens system (figure 1 shows a photographing optical system) and a body (moving bases 
3 and 4); a lens system comprises: 

a fi-ont lens group (Gl) having a first optical axis (the optical axis emerging through 
opening la and reflecting off of an intemal reflecting surface of Gl is considered the flrst optical 
axis); 

a back lens group (G3) having a second optical axis (the optical axis passing through G3 
is considered the second optical axis); and 

a reflective element (intemal reflecting surface of Gl) folding said first optical axis into 
said second optical axis in an angle of less than 180 degrees (The first optical axis is folded five 
times - three times in optical element Gl and two times in optical element G2. Each axis is 
folded 90 degrees.); 

wherein at least one lens adjacent (G2) to said refiective element (intemal reflecting 
surface of Gl) is a non-rotary symmetrical lens (G2 is does not rotate and is symmetrical). 

9. As for Claims 30 and 2, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 1 , wherein the lens 
system comprises an additional reflective element (G4) folding the second optical axis (the 
optical axis passing through G3 is considered the second optical axis) into the optical axis of the 
image recording device (2 - see flgure 8). 

10. As for Claims 31 and 3, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 1, wherein the first 
optical axis and the second optical axis form an angle equal to or less than 90 degrees (as clearly 
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shown in figure 1 , the first optical axis, as defined by the Examiner above, is perpendicular to the 
second optical axis, as defined by the Examiner). 

11. As for Claims 32 and 4, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 1 , wherein the second 
optical axis and an optical axis of an image recording device form an angle equal to or less than 
90 degrees (as clearly shown in figure 1 , the second optical axis, as defined by the Examiner 
above, is perpendicular to the image recording optical axis, as defined by the Examiner). 

12. As for Claims 33, 34, 5, and 6, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 1, wherein the 
first optical axis and an optical axis of an image recording device are substantially in the same 
plane and are substantially parallel (In the perspective shown in figure 1, the first optical axis and 
the image recording optical axis are vertical optical axes and are parallel to each other. Since the 
claim language does not provide a point of reference or origin through the claimed "plane" 
passes, the claim language encompasses an infinite number of planes - i.e., any plane formed 
between two points. Thus, when the photographing optical system of figure 1 is viewed from top 
side perspective, a plane would connect the point representing the first optical axis and the point 
representing the image recording optical axis.) . 

13. As for Claims 35 and 7, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 1, wherein an image 

recording device is a charge coupled device (As shown in figure 31 and as stated in column 1, 
lines 59 - 62, the invention directed to all solid-state image sensing devices including CCDs). 

14. As for Claims 39, 40, 11, and 12, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 1, wherein the 
front lens group (Gl) and the reflective element (internal reflecting surface of Gl) consist of a 
prism, where an additional reflective element (G2) consists of a prism. 
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15. As for Claims 41 and 13, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 1, wherein an aperture 
stop (opening IC is an aperture upon which light passes through) of the lens system is 
determined by a stop (the image sensor is positioned behind the aperture IC) placed after the 
reflective element (internal reflecting surface of Gl) and in the back lens group (G3). 

16. As for Claims 42 and 14, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 12, wherein said body 
further comprises means for storing, transferring and receiving electronic signals of optical 
information and other information to and from an external device (637). 

17. As for Claims 43 and 15, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 12, wherein the means 
for transferring and receiving electronic signals comprise a connector device having a databus 
interface (608, 610, 612, and 613). 

18. As for Claims 44 and 16, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 12, wherein the 
connector device is acconmiodated in an end face of said body (613 is a digital output for 

outputting outside the apparatus; see column 14, lines 43 - 55). 

19. As for Claims 45 and 17, Ogiu*a et al. disclose, as shown in figure 12, wherein the 
storage means for storing the electronic signals consist of an exchangeable memory (The fact 
that an external storage medium can be connected to the output 613 indicates that the extemal 
storage medium is exchangeable; see column 14, lines 43 - 55). 

20. As for Claims 46 and 18, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 12, wherein the body 
further comprises means for storing electronic signals of control information for controlling the 
operation of the extemal device (The image signals output to either display 609 or digital output 
613 control those devices, respectively; see column 14, lines 43- 55). 
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21 . As for Claims 47 and 19, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 12, which further 
comprises means for loading the control information into the external device (The image signals 
output to either display 609 or digital output 613 control those devices, respectively; see column 
14, lines 43- 55). 

22. As for Claims 50 and 22, Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 1, wherein said body 
(moving bases 3 and 4) further comprises guiding means (rail portions 13, ... , 16) for its 
guidance in a slot. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

23. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A palcnl may nol be oblaincd Ihough the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set Ibrth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

24. Claims 20, 21, 48, and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Ogura et al. (US 6,498,624 Bl). 

25. As for Claims 48, 49, 20, and 21, while Ogura et al. disclose, as shown in figure 12, 
wherein said body fiirther comprises means for storing, transferring and receiving electronic 
signals of optical information and other information to and from an external device (637); Ogura 
et al. do not specify wherein the means for transferring electronic signals comprise a wireless 
transmitter of analogue and/or digital transmission or wherein the means for receiving electronic 
signals comprises a wireless receiver of analog and/or digital transmission. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/706,7 1 0 Page 1 0 

Art Unit: 2622 

However, Official Notice (MPEP § 2144.03) is taken that both the concepts and 
advantages of providing a wireless transmitter/receiver for analogue and/or digital transmission 
are well known and expected in the art. At the time the invention was made, it would have been 
obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to have included a wireless transmitter/receiver for 
analogue and/or digital transmission in the system disclosed by Ogura et al. for the advantage 
transferring image data to remote locations. 

Cited Prior Art 

26. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure for the following reasons: 

Mihara discloses an objective optical system, a first mirror for folding an optical axis, a 
relay lens system and a second mirror for folding the optical axis, wherein an optical axis of the 
relay lens system is disposed so as to be included in a plane nearly perpendicular to an optical 
axis of the objective optical system, and the first mirror and the second mirror and disposed 
nearly in parallel with each other, thereby reducing a space to be occupied by the view finder. 

Conclusion 

27. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Justin P Misleh whose telephone number is 57 1 .272.73 1 3 . The 
Examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Lin Ye can be reached on 571 .272.7372. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571.273.8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Elecfronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

/Justin P. Misleh/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2622 
March 27, 2008 



/Lin Ye/ 



Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2622 



